t2-eoMN«na<im2ee2(9:ais9iOOC8cz«iM i 



U.S. Patent Application Serial No. 10/679,195 
Reply to Office Action dAted May 31, 2006 



Remarks; 

Applicant has read and considered the Office Action dated May 3 1 , 2006 and the 
referaices cited therein. Claims 1 1, 19 and 27 haye been amended. Claims 1-10 have been 
piwiovisly canceled witiiout prejudice or disclaimer. Claims 1 1-33 are currently pending. 

In the Action, claims 1 1 -33 were rejetited on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type 
double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-7 of U.S. Patent No. 6.694,988. Although 
Applicant does not agree with the rejection, Applicant has filed a Tenninal Disclaimer for U.S. 
Patent No. 6,694,988. Applicant asserts that the obviousness-type double patenting rejection 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,694,988 has been overcome. In addition, claims 1 1-33 were rejected on 
the ground of nonstatutory obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatenuble over claims 
1-18 ofU.S. Patent No. 6,488,034 in view of Pangibum. Although Applicant does not agree with 
the rejection, Applicant has filed a Tenninal Disclaimer over U.S. Patent No. 6,488,034. 
Applicant asserts that the obviousness-type double patenting rejection over U.S. Patwt No. 
6,488,034 in view of Pangburn has been overcome. 

Claims 11-18 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Silverman in view of Pangburn. The Office Action contends that the recited file is shown by 
Silverawn except for the abrading surface being defined by random peaks and valleys. The 
Action states however that Pangburn discloses a nail file comprising an abrading surface being 
defined by random peaks and valleys. Applicant notes that glassy surface 11 a in Pangburn is 
formed by glass beads 1 1 that adhere to the substrate. Applicant asserts that the substrate 
material 10b is a solid material of molded plastic as discussed at lines 43-45 in column 2 of 
Pangburn. Applicant asserts that the molded plastic material is not suitable for use as a nail file. 
Therefore, the glass beads 1 1 must be bonded to another substrate material 10a to provide lie 
abrasive sur&ce. 
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Claims 11 . 1 9 and 27 have been amended and more clearly recite the presait invention. 
The claims now recite that the nail file is fonned of a monolithic body from a single monolithic 
material. This is neither shown nor suggested by Pangbum. Moreover, claims 11 and 19 recite 
that the nail file including the body, the first and second surface, the first and second ends, the 
first and second edges and the roughened portion of the first surface, are fonned of a single 
monolithic material and the material is non-corrosive and moisture impervious. Applicant 
asserts that the cited reference or any other prior art fail to teach or suggest such an advantageous 
nail file. In addition, claim 27 recites that the body, the first and second surfaces, the first and 
second ends, the first and second edges, and the roughened portion of the first surface are formed 
of a monolithic glass element. Applicant asserts that the prior art neither teaches nor suggests 
such a nail file. 

Silverman teaches only a traditional metal nail file with an abrasive surface. Applicant 
asserts that the Silvemian nail file suffers fi»m the common problems of the prior art such as 
corrosion, deterioration appearance and a dulling of the cutting edges. 

The Pangbum reference teaches a plastic portion with a substrate having glass beads. 
This requires a much more diffiouh and expensive manufacturing process than the present 
invention. AppUcant fiaither asserts that the glass beads may not provide the necessary finish 
that can be achieved with the present invention. 

Applicant asserts that even when combined, the cited references do not achieve the 
present invention. Neither of the references teach or suggest the monoUthic non-corrosive nail 
file body. Moreover. AppHcants assert that Pangbum actually teaches away from the present 
invention as it requires application of a substrate portion 10a bonded to a substrate portion 1 Ob to 
hold a thiixi material, namely glass beads, in order to form an abrasion surface. Sadi a nail file 
instrument made of three layers and three different materials teaches away fix>m the present 
invention, which is a monolithic element formed of a continuous non-corrosive material. 
Moreover, such a device is not suitable for a combinafion with the Silverman reference, which is 
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only a conunon metal file. The manufacturing techniques with depositing a substrate and glass 
beads onto a plastic layer are also not suitable for application to the metal file of Silverman. 

Applicant asserts that the claims patentably distinguish over the prior ait or any 
combination thereof. Applicant asserts that the claims are in condition for allowance and a 
Notice of Allowance is earnestly solicited. 

If the Examiner feels that a telephone interview may be helpful in this matter, please 
contact Applicant's representative at 612.336.4728. 

Respectfully submitted. 
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